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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see Brief, filed August 4, 2004, with respect to 
independent claims 1, 8, 14 and 15 have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1 -2, 7- 10 and .14 - 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Spaur et al (US 5,732,074). 

Regarding claims 1 and 8, Spaur '074 discloses "a system for processing of data" 
(i.e. fig. 2) "to and from mobile terminal" (i.e. fig. 2, 80 - 84) comprising; "a data bus for 
receiving and transmitting data to a wireless communication network" (i.e. fig. 2, shows 
data buses for bi-directional wireless communication, air link), "an output device for 
presenting at least one of audio, video and texture information to a user" (i.e. fig. 2, 
10(a)/60, which includes input and output devices with display screen), "an interface 
module connected to the data bus of the mobile terminal" (i.e. fig. 2, interface 30), "a 
protocol stack for processing data to and from the data bus of the mobile terminal" (i.e. 
fig. 2, TCP/IP stack 98, col. 3, lines 1 - 2), "the user agent for decoding data to and from 
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the protocol stack" (i.e. fig. 2, 50(a-n)), "a signal generator for converting the interpreted 
data from the user agent into signals formatted for processing by the output device so 
that the output device presents at least one of audio, video, and textual information to 
the user" (i.e. fig. 2, 10a/60, col. 9, lines 30 - 57) . 

Regarding claim 2, the claimed limitation "a user input device, manipulate by the 
user, for inputting data to the user agent for transmission through the mobile terminal" 
reads on (figs. 2, 1 0a/60, col. 7, lines 25 - 40). 

Regarding claims 7, 9 - 10, the claimed limitation "the output device is a monitor" 
reads on (i.e. col. 7, lines 30 - 31 , display screen), and "receiving user input data by the 
user agent for transmission by the mobile terminal, claim 10" reads on (fig. 2, 50, cols. 
1 0, lines 1 - 21 , wherein the device 50(a-n) interact with the network/internet for 
requesting/transmitting the data). 

Regarding claims 14-15, the limitations claimed are substantially similar to 
claims 1 and 8, therefore the ground for rejecting claim 1 also applies here. 
Furthermore, as for the additional limitation "mobile terminal comprising a screen" 
please see (i.e. fig. 1, display 16 of Braitberg et al (US 5,333,177) incorporated by the 
reference Spaur '074, col. 7, lines 65 - 66), and "interface module connected to the data 
bus of the mobile terminal and to the output device" reads on fig. 2, wherein the output 
device 10a/60 and the mobile terminal 80 - 84 and the interface 30 are being 
connected. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3 - 6, 11 - 13 and 16 - 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Spaur '074 as applied to claims 1 - 2 above, and further in view of 
Gershman et al. (US 6,401,085). 

Regarding claims 3 and 1 1, the system of Spaur '074 (i.e. fig. 2) teaches, 
"bi-directional wireless communication for processing of data to and from mobile 
terminal" as discussed above, claim 1. Spaur '074 fails to explicitly teach "Wireless 
Application Protocol, WAP". However the above features are notoriously well-known 
and used in wireless/mobile communication systems/applications as evidenced by 
Gershman '085 (i.e. col. 2, lines 1 - 14). Therefore, taking the combined teaching of 
Spaur '074 and Gershman '085, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to include and use "WAP" protocol, as one of the 
alternative in wireless/mobile communication systems. Doing so would allow carriers to 
do more over the air management and give manufacturers a standard way to put data 
capability into wireless phones. 

Regarding claims 4 and 12, combination of Spaur '074 and Gershman '085 
teach, "protocol stack includes the Short Message Transport Protocol" reads on (i.e. fig. 
2, TCP/IP stack 98 of Spaur '074, wherein by definition of computer dictionary "TCP/IP, 
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the protocol stack on the internet incorporates more than 100 standards including FTP, 
SMTP/short message transport protocol, etc.". 

Regarding claims 5 and 13, combination of Spaur '074 and Gershman '085 
teach, "the user agent is a web browser" (i.e. col. 12, lines 19 - 36 of Spaur). 

Regarding claim 6, the claimed limitation "browser is configured to interpret data 
in accordance with one of the wireless Application Protocol and the Short Message 
Transport Protocol" are substantially similar in scope as recited in claims 3 and 4, 
therefore the grounds for rejecting claims 3-4, also apply here. 

Regarding claim 16-19, combination of Spaur '074 and Gershman '085 teach, 
"television monitor" (i.e. fig. 17, television of Gershman). 

6. Claim 1 , 8 and 14 - 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Rakib (US 2002/0019984). 

The limitations as claimed in the independent claims 1 , 8 and 14-15 reads on 
Rakib '984 reference, "a system for processing of data" (i.e. figs. 1 and 9), "to and from 
mobile terminal" (i.e. fig. 1, 30 PDA remote), comprising; "a data bus for receiving and 
transmitting data to a wireless communication network" (i.e. fig. 1), "an output device for 
presenting at least one of audio, video and texture information to a user" (i.e. figs. 1 and 
3), "an interface module connected to the data bus of the mobile terminal" (i.e. fig. 3, . 
gateway 1 02), "a protocol stack for processing data to and from the data bus of the 
mobile terminal" (i.e. fig. 3 and fig. 9, 418) furthermore it is well known that the gateway 
102 in fig. 3, must include different protocols/multiple protocol in order to communicate 
with different devices, "a user agent for decoding data to and from the protocol stack" 
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(i.e. fig. 3, 110), "a signal generator for converting the interpreted data from the user 
agent into signals formatted for processing by the output device so that the output 
device presents at least one of audio, video, and textual information to the user" (fig. 3, 
110). 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Behrooz Senfi whose telephone 
number is (703)305-0132. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (703)305-4856. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Or faxed to: 

(703)872-9314 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relative to the status of the application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 
B.S. bS. 



Application/Control Number: 09/503,362 



Art Unit: 2613 



10/27/2004 




TECHNOLOGY CEMIfcB 2600 



